Matters of good epidemiological practice (BoVetta et al. 2008; Clapp and Kriebel 2009; McLaughlin et al. 2009; Cogliano and Straif 2010) and consequences of potential conXicts of interest (BoVetta et al. 2009; Hauptmann and Ronckers 2009 ) have been topics of recent editorials and correspondence in scientiWc journals publishing human toxicity studies, including Archives of Toxicology (Slama 2009; Slama et al. 2009; Morfeld 2009a, b, c) . This discussion speciWcally aVected evaluations of a number of industrially or environmentally important chemicals, such as acrylonitrile, TCDD (BoVetta et al. 2008) By contrast to occupational exposure, scientiWcally based recommendations for a health-based limit of environmental formaldehyde exposure, especially for indoor air exposure, have been scarce. For many chemicals, recommendations of safe environmental exposure levels were traditionally based on dividing recommended occupational limits by a Wxed factor, e.g. a factor of 100. For formaldehyde, the German Umweltbundesamt had issued a speciWc recommendation of an indoor air limit for formaldehyde of 0.1 ppm and conWrmed this in 2006 (UBA (Umweltbundesamt) 2006). However, an updated extensive documentation has been lacking.
In this issue of Archives of Toxicology, Nielsen and WolkoV (2010) provide a new documentation on cancer eVects of formaldehyde, in order to propose an indoor guideline level. They conclude that the guideline value of WHO (World Health Organization) (2000) of 0.08 ppm formaldehyde is still preventive of carcinogenic eVects, in compliance with recent epidemiological Wndings.
We hope that this publication will contribute to the present international discourse on how to amalgamate scientiWc toxicological Wndings with regulatory requirements. 
